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g erettag INDING a Diſpoſition in the 7#- 
HE (= quijitive Part of Mankind to look 


Hy Eos farther into the pie, ent Controver- 
2 8 2 /y than 1 at tutt expectec, and 


that /ome of my Opponents, in- 
ſtead of encouraging a thoro' ana impartial 
Enquiry, endeavour to prejnaice the Reader 
by hard Names, and artjul Appeals to the 
Paſſions of the common People; 1 thail int ro- 
duce this Appendix with an Account oi the 


Occafion, trogreſs, and Importance of the 


Ditpute before us. By which it will appear, 
that (notwithſtanding all that Mr. B. and 


Mr. N. have ſince offered) the Lebate is not 
about a Divine Attribute, the Omniſctience or 
FToreſnocgvledgè of God, as they wou'd perſuade 
the World; as, whether God &xowvs all that's 


tae, or foreknuws all that will be? Which 
both ſides allow. But only, whether any 


Thing that 2071} be, may not be ? Or, whether 


what is really contingent, can at the lame time 
be certain ? which they arm; and I deny. 
Now the OCCASION of the Controverſy 

vas this, | | 
= - "= 


I publiſhed a Short Di/conrſe, entitled, The 
Greatneſs of the Divime {ove exemplified and 
Di;play'd . Here I took Notice of 7v0 H- 
tremes, both enemies to Chriſt and Godlineſs; 
either to think we may be ſaved Tvthout the 


Remedy, or to think we can do nothing with | 


the Remedy, The one conſiders us as whole, and 
needing no Phyſician ; the other conſiders us 
as in the State of Devils, and without Hope. 

Aſter this 1 printed another Diſcourſe, and 


called it, The Greatneſs of the Divine Love 


vindicated +. Here I argued the Poftbility of 
OUr common Salvation; urged the Importance 
ol a firm Lelzef of it; and thewed the Abſur- 


dity of an ablolute- Decree of the Creatures 


actual Fall, and eternal Perdition. 

Sometime after I annexed, to a ſecond Edi- 
tion of them £oth, an Apendix about Original 
Siz. Where, amongſt other things, I oblcrved, 
that by Creation Man was placed in a State 
J Trial for Life and Immortality ; that he 

Iff it by the Fall; and by Redemption was 
reſtored to it again *, The immediate Deſign 
of which is to put us, not into a State of 
Confirmation, but of Probatioß. 

As to the condition of the Pagan World, Paul, 
J conceived, had determined it to be a State 
of Trial too ; when addreſſing himſelf to the 
Athenians who w orihipped he untnown God, 
he tells them, God had given unto all Life, 
a Breath, and all 7 hings +. For \ what end ar 


> Upon I 1 Jenn AY 9. 1 From Hoſea 13 55 
* Gen. iii. 15. Deut. xxx. 19. 7 Acts Le? 25; 26, 


It follows, That they ſhould SEEK the Lord, 
if haply they might feel after him, and FIND 
him. So that here we have the Poſſibility of 
their /eeking, the Poſſibility of their finding 
God plainly ſuppoſed. Such Seekers grope 
for the Light, and ſhall not be wholly left in 
Darkneſs by him, who is the true Light, which 
lighteth every Man that cometh into the 
World, Fohn i. 9. | 1 
In order to carry on the ſame Deſign, I 
judg'd it needful to ſay ſomewhat more con- 
cerning Liberty and free Grace; that I might 
ſhew the real Conſfency of the Oze with the 
Want of ſaving Help, and of the Other with 
the ſincere Offers of it. What therefore I next 
apply'd my 1elf to, was to draw up a dketch 
of my Thoughts upon both theſe Heads. The 
Liberty of the moral Agent I made to cenſiſt, 
partly in a Power to ati or not to ati, or to 
do this or that; and partly in a Power to 


ſuſpend the Act of our Choice from being de- 
termined for or again, the Thing propoſed, 
_ *till we have examined, whether it be really 
of a Nature to make us happy or no. And 


as to the Help which the Goſpel brings, 
I obſerved, that if it ceaſeth to be free, when 
it is Poſible to be had; it muſt much more 
ceaſe to be Grace, when it is impoſſible to be 
had: And therefore that as the Grace or 
Favour doth lie in the Attainableneſs of fave 
ing Help; 1o the Freene/s of the Grace, in the 
Undeſervedneſs of the Promiſe unto thoſe 
that /e it. | 

2 2 =. 


But T ſoon perceived, there was one Oi 
cully behind, which unleis it cou'd be fairly 
ſurved, wou 'd ſhake the Foundation of 271 er- 


al Help, and endanger the whole, E. how. 
to reconci'c the real Liberty of the accounta- 


ble Creature with the inſaluble Forekuowledg? 
ot the Creator. Hereupon I reſolved to con- 
fider, what might be ſaid upon the Head of 
£Prejcience, contiſtent with the Honour of God's 
moral Perfections, which (I hope 1 can truly 
lay) I have religiouſly made the End, the Rule, 
and Mea, ure of all my Enquiries upon this 
Subject. And eſter a mature Deliberation, L 
was determined to indulge unto every thought, 
that ſerved to illuftrate or guard the Glory o 

the Divine Parity and Love and allo to a 
pect and cxamuic every Sentiment which feem'd 
to cait a Gloom or Larknels upon them; ſhou'd 


1 


the Opinion come never 10 recommended by 


the Numbers, the Learning, the Antiquity, or 
Hiety ot its Vouchers. Aud at length I came 
to this Concluſion, That the Actions of moral 
Agents, Whilit jree, are only poſſible, not 
future, and thereſore are no proper Objects of 
tuch a Fore knowledge as juppoſes that an 


Event not only may be, but vill be, This 


laſt Treatiſe I publiihed under the Title of, 
An Eſſay * Liberty, Grace, and Pre- 
diene. 

* Here, I allow, I might have brought my 
Rea bning into a leſs Number of Pages, and 
that it might havc been done, without any 
Piladr wg" to my Cauſe in this Reſpect. 

How- 
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However, if the argumentative Part be but 
/olid and concluſive, I can ice no Reaion to be 
aihamed of tie Mauner of managing it, at 
jeaſt upon the Compariſon. And it a judg- 
ment may be foini-4 from the preſent Recep- 
tion of our Works, the Reputation ol my fa- 


ous Ejjay (as Mr. N. and his Reverend 


Friend are pleated ironically to call it) is as 
likely to live as Hat of their fambus An WE! 's. 


The Dificulty, Variety, ana Novelty | as to 
many] of be Matters ticated of, tlie Regard 


that was due to my/elf, as well as to the 
Cau/e, made me chuze to communicate my 
Thoughts in a Way, I judged not improper 
to prepare my Reader for a candid and impar- 
tial Examination of them; and to incuicate 
ſome Things the more frequently, that it any 
ſhou'd miitake me in ſuch Paſſages, (as theie 
Gentlemen have both done) it might appear 
to be owing to a Fault in their Vals as well 
as in their Under fandings. To take no Notice 
here of the Difficulty of reducing the Sub- 
ftance of a various and large Correſpondence 


upon theſe Points to a narrower Compais 


ana firicter Method, without doing an In- 
jury to the Sentiments and Arguments of 
my Friends. Beſides, the Table of Contents 
at the End, and the Preface at the Begin- 
ning, make abundant amends tor this ſuppoſed 
Fault; the former of which directs to the 
Pages, where the principal Things are treated 
of; and the latter reduces to S;x Heads the 
chief Poius in Controverſy. | 

"; £ And 
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And as J had in ſuch an open and ingenuous 
Manner declared my inn Sentiments, with- 
out any cenſorious Reflections upon any par- 
ticular Per/ons or Bodies of Men that might 


differ from me, ſubſcribing my Name; I 


thought it but reaſonable to let the World 
know before Hand, I ſhou'd Regard no Ar- 
guments but what were grounded upon 
Scripture or Reaſon; nor ſhou'd think ſuch 
Remarkers worth my Notice, that appeared 
either ſo weak they cou'd not, or ſo perverſe 
that they wo not underſtand what 1 had 
ſaid ; or, that ſhew'd a manifeſt Diſpoſition to 
quarrel rather than to argue, or to expole the 


Author rather than his Cay/e ; and that I 


expected they ſhou'd not be aſham'd of their 
Names; nor ſatisfy themſelves to carp and 
object here and there, but that they wou'd 


fairly enter the Lifts with me, confute my Ar- 
guments, and eſtabliſh a more honourable and 


confiffent Scheme of Thoughts than that which 
I had there laid down. | 

But tho' one or wore of theſe Conditions ALL 
my Opponents have broke thro'; yet out of 
Regard to the Subject, which deſerves the 
ſtricteſt Ditquiſition, I ſhall animadyert a lit- 
tle upon every one of them. 

What I have ſaid concerning Preſcience has 


been attackt by three ſeveral Hands. The 
Fit was a nameleſs Author ; and his Anſwer 


is entitled, The Divine Preſcience of free 
e Events vindicated. 


This 


ay 


This Gentleman writes with a much betfer 
Spirit than the other #2v0. He frankly owns 
the Iuportance of the Subjef? , that what I 
have laid for a thoro' and more publick Exa- 


mination of it, is very juf, which fide ſoever 


of the Queſtion be true : And as to what 1 
mention againſt God's ab/olute Decree of the 
Sin and Miſery of his Creature, he entirely 


agrees with me. He. allows that the ratio- 


nal Creature, fo Jar as it is an accountable 
Agent, muſt be free : That Contingency and 
Neceſ/ity are incompatible ; making that to be 


neceſſary which cannot but be, and that to be 


p. 11. 


p. 6. 


contingent which is paſſible to be, and poſſible 


not to be: Nay, freely confeſſes, — « did 
« 


it appear to him to be a Contradiction, to 
« fay, that God does foreknow contingent 
« Events, he ſhou'd readily allow that there 
are contingent Events notwithſtanding, and 
« con{cquently, that there are ſome Events 
« which God does bt fore know. For cer- 
« tainly, ſais he, it is no more an Imperfection 
« in the Divine Knowledge, that God cannot 
« kyow that, which to {ay he does know, im- 


P. 9. 


p. 4. 


P. 5. 


<« plies a Contradiction, that which is not the 


object of Knowledge, than it is an Imper- 
« fection in the Divine Power, that he cannot 
« 4g that, which implies a Contradiction, that 
« he cannot make the Part to be bigger than 


« the Whole, or the Sum of two even Num- 
bers to be odd”. The Reaſon he aſſigns is 


very ſubſtantial, and well worth inſerting. 
Were Contingencics and the Divine Pre- 
| ſcience 


. * Vid. Eſſay, Prefacc, and my 3 Letters, Preface. 


to thete incompatible, did theſe Ideas de- 
& 1troy one the other, it wou'd be more agree- 
“ able to all the moral Attributes of God, 


“ and much more to his Honour, to deny tuch 


« Preſcience than to deny ſuch Contingen- 


« cies ; for (lais he) to deny the former, wou'd | 


« be only to deny a Contradiction, which does 
« not at all affect the Omniicience of God: 
„But to deny the Jaiter, and eſtabliſh 
« an eternal univerlal _ Decree, where 

« God has eternally fixed every thing that 
comes to pals, is (he goes on) ſo far from 
« being agreeable with, that it is directly 


« contrary to the moral Perfections of God: 


« For what 1s this, concludes that Author, 
« but to introduce an univerſal eternal Ne- 
ce ceſſity or Fate, which caſts a gloomy Shade 
over all the Works of God, and God him- 
« falf? ”. | „ 

But yet, as this Gentleman thought it pro- 
per to canceal his Name, and that both from 
the publick and wy ſelf too, he muſt excuſe 
me, if I take the leis Notice of him; being 


at preſent determined (as I declared from the 


Beginning) to have nothing to do with any 
nameleſs Remarts . Beſides, as I own ſome 
Events to be contingent, what may or may 
not be; o I no where deny God's Knowledge 
of their Contingency. To haye proved any 
Thing to the purpoſe againſt me upon this 


2 


quite 


ſcience (adds he) conſidered with reſpedt 


8 
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Head, he ſhou'd have ſhewn, there are Events 


time; Events which away never be, and yet 


the Point, telling his Reader, © It is true, 


tradiffion to ow Underſtandiugs. However, 


Contingent Events, I ſhall not (when I come 


not only contingent, but future, at the fame 


will certainly be. Whereas be is ſo far from 
demonitrating this, that he, in effect, gives up 


« we do not certainly know that any thing 
« yi] be, but what we certainly know uf 
« be, and cannot but be ”. . e. future Con- Paß. 19: 
tingencies are no Contingencies, but a flat Con- 


as he has notwithſtanding advanced ſome Syb- 
tilties in Defence of the eternal Certainty of 


to reply to their Objections) wholly paſs them 
DE. | 

Mr. Norman comes out next, about eight 
Months aſter my Effſay : And he calls his 
Letter God's Fore-knowl2dge of contingent 
Events vindicated, &c. 

By Events here he muſt mean future E- 
vents, ſuch as w7// be; for no other Events 
are the proper Object of Foreknowledge; and , 
by contingent Events, ſuch as may not be; io zo. 
he himſelf explains them. So that the Propo- 
ſition is complex and conſiſts of two Parts; 
1. That ſome Events il be, and yet may 
not be: 2. That God foreknows this. Now 
it is only the former I properly deny, viz. 
That there are any ſuch Events. Therefore 
here, i. e. whilit the Debate is about future Con- 
timgencies, 1 again fay, that the Fureknowledge 
of God is out of the Queftion; and the Point 

_ 


incum- 


Thereine after having waited about eight 


Mr. Nos hium icem'd to have read, and to be 
very fond of; nay, to conſider as a Supplement 
to 4/5 own Letter; I at length reiolved to 
draw up a Short Review or fair State of the 
| Loints in Controveiſy; Telling him I would 
Wl: 3u!p.hd my „ain Anſwer, or a particular 
; 

0 


Reply, till we had Jeet his Friend's Perform- 


with him about the Spirit he diſcovered in his 
Vindication, which every one mult look upon 
as an augry Production, tho' covered over with 


=: a Cobweb of Reſpect. This Remonſtrance 
: has made my Reverend Brother very uncaiy 
; indeed, and has put him quite out of Tem- 
| per. He has hurried out an Appendix, in 
F which he conſeſſes he treats me with leſs 
# —_ Ceremony. But it is its 6Wu Antidote; — 
[7 #5 bf what 


| 1ncunvent upon Mr. Norman to vindicate, is; 
1 That there are Events both future and cont in- 


| | gent; not that God foreknotos them, it there 
ill be; which none denies. Indeed he endea- 
4 vours to prove that ſome cantingent Events 
19 not only z4ay but will be, by abjolute Pro- 
{lf puecie g; but then the My>fortune 1s, che Ar- 
| | gument by lis on Confeſſion proves too much, 
ui VIZ, That his contingent Events are neceſſas y, 
i PS. *3 and what wn ve. It alters not the Cale up- 
1 en What count they are neceſſary ; let the 
it | Reaſon of this Neceſſity be what it will, yet 
ii be i that they are neceſſary, it can be 
if — no longer true that they are cont tngeat. 


Months in vain tor another Aniwer, which 


ance. Here I took Occaſion to expoſtuiate 
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wo What I can conſider only as the GROANS 
e OF A DYING CAUSE. Accordingly he 
bs | fays, As to my own Part, it is not my preſent 
5 Intention to engage again in this Controveriy, 
* pag. 15. Had he thought fit to have deferred 
— the Publication of it, till he had ſcen the 
1, Whole of what I promiſed in Anſwer to his 
7 Letter, it might have Javed him the Trouble 
- of a great many impertinent, unkind (not to 
e {ay unjuſt) Reflections. : 

t ® TIndeed his Reverend and learned I riend (as 
e he ſtiles Mr. Bliſs) has been prevailed upon to 
Iioin in the ſame Cry? laying, © it mult be ob- 
t ( yious to every unprejudiced Reader, how 
e my laft Letter, , p. 87. 

5 This he is pleated ro /ay, not to prove. 
> And the Reaſon of his /aying ſo is as obvious 
2 do any, that have read his own Letter. Mr. 
1 . has the Misfortune to miitake the grand 
Vl Point in Controverly, as well as Mr. N.; and 
zs equally guilty of Bitterne/s in the Manage- 
> ment of it; the very T hings which I charge. 
3 and yeprove in my Review - where I ſhew at 
, the ſame time, that the chief Arguments in my 
\ Eſſay remain ſtrong and unanſwered, notwith- 
= ſtanding all that Mr. N. had yet offered to in- 
validate them. This touches Mr. B. ina 


tender Part, ſtirs up the moſt feeling Sym- 
pathy, and for fear | ſhou'd find eno' in it to 
anſwer him alſo, he crys out before Hand; 
« It Mr. F. ſhou'd Anſwer me, and ſay No- 
+ thing, but dully repeat the old Story over 

| Dy 1 


— 
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« and over again, „ attempting to in- 


« validate what T have replied, (which ſort of 


« foul Play his Letter to Mr. Norman ſhews 


& him to be ſtrongly addicted to) all the 
« World will cry out, he deſerves to be ne- 


ce glected; and LI ſhall fit down ſatisfied with 


„this, that ſuch Arguments as are firm againſt 


« his Ef/ay, will never be thaken by a ſoft 
« Echo, or the Ffſay REPEATED ”. 


Here, (not to enquire, whether the chief of 


his own Arguments be any thing more than a 
dull Repetition of, or heavy Enlargement upon, 
what his Friend and the namele/s Author had 
already advanced; only adorn'd with a few 
{craps of Latin and Greet, and ſome Pagan and 
other Quotations &c. to amuſe the I -norant, 


and to gain a faſle Opinion of good Literature, 
and great Reading ;) Is it not a little ſurpriz- 


ing, that they thnou'd be both of them ſo 
thunder-fruck with an Echo, witha /oft Echo? 
Or, if an Echo from my F fay can do ſuch 


| „ Execution, what wou'd the Eſſay it 


ſelf do? They wou'd do well to forbear ſuch 


mean Stratagems to depreciate their Adver- 


fary's Performances, leſt the unlucky World 
ſhould take it in their Heads to think, there 
are more then Sounds in my Letter, (as Mr. 
N. wou'd have it) even Arguments that they 


cannot bear. 


But ſo it is, theſe Gentlemen are embarkt. 
in the ſame Cauſe, and think it for their In- 
tereſt to lay all the hard Things they can of 
Mr. F. and all the kind Things they can of 


one 


* 


; 


n 


one another. Tha as 1 one e tells the 
World, what Mr. B. will do, E. A very inge- 
« gios Gentleman and worthy Divinc of the 
« Eſtabliſhment wil} ſoon publiſh his Par. 
« Thoughts Kc. and his Diſquiſitions, he's 5. 27. 
« perſuaded, lb be very acceptable” ; lo the 
other in grateful Return tells the World 
what Mr. N. has done. The Reader may 


« ſee, ſais he, the Argument from Prophecies 


« ſet in a juſt Light, and Mr. F's. evafive Mr. B. 


Let. 


« Anlwers to it examined, and clearly reſuted > 3 


« by my learned and ingenious Friend, Mr. 
« Norman, Miniſter of the Presbyterian Con- 

« gregation here in Port/wouth, in a Letter to 
« Mr. F. . And that the Reader might not be 
at any Loſs, where te meet with this wonder- 
ful Production, Mr. Bliſs condeſcends ſo low 
as to acquaint him with the very Bookſeller, 
that Seils them; [PRINTED FOR R HE 
IN THE YOC ND. | 

But theſe learned and ingenious Gentlemew 
ſcem to forget, the World will conſider 
them but as on Perſon in the preſent Ditpute, 
and be ready to put them in Mind of the old 
Proverb, Let an other mau praiſe thee, aud 


not thine own Mouth; a Stranger and not thiile 


own Lips. Was I diſpoſed to glory, I cou'd 
tell them, what others, as learned and ingeni- 
ous as either of my Opponents, and as little 
addicted to Flattery, have {aid alſo. But F 
for bear; the Lovers of Truth, and of the 
God of Truth, need not ſuch low Motives to 
open waer Minds to any Arguments in De- 
ſence 
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fence 2 the Divine Parity *. Love. Yet 
this I will mention; what thole Gcntiemen 


deipite, /eew to delpiſe as duch a Trifle, is 


with others of ſuch a/ alue, I hat it 1 am 
« as happy in my next attempt [incaning in 
this mv At pendix,] as I am, at leaft 1o lar 
« in this {mcarng uy Letter to dur. N.] as io 
« give juit Ground to doubt; it will Cais a 
A worthy. Corretpondent) be a noble Atiempt, 


« and will juitly catitic you to the Thanks 


% and Approbation ot thote who will be giad 
« tolce the Principles of Virtue and true Ke- 


« ligion treed from tholc Emvarra:ments, which 


« has been for many Ages upon them. Hop- 
& ing that Nothing wil ciſcourage you ”. 
So that he was very denſible inat the Treat- 
ment I met with, had a Tendency to intimi- 
date me. And he is not the only Perion, who 
hath obſcrved it, and exprefſed his Sympathy 
upon this Occalion. Another Gentleman of 
undoubted Penetration and Judgment writes 
thus; © I am torrow to find Mr. N. in his 
Letter bearing hard upon you, or laying any 
« thing that might expoie you to the Reſent- 


« ments of common People, tor a Liberty of 


« Reaſoning which I think every Man ought 


« tobe indulged in, without being a ſufferer 


for it in any Reped whatever“. Adding, 
That “ any Man who wou'd not allow 
«< others the Liberty of declaring their Opi- 
« nions, with their Reaſons for them, without 
« expoling them to Hardſhips and Inconveni- 
4 encies for ſo doing, CAN BE NO REAL 
"| 6 FRIEND 


Fa 
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* FRIEND TO TRUTH OR TO MAN. 


« KIND. 
And let no Man think this a pure Iuven- 


tion to load my Havel, aries: 1 cdula, I 


doubt not, obtain Leave to communicate their 
Names, it neculul. Beſides, ii 1 am rightiy 


intorm'd, Mr. N. hinnc f bas been neciy told 


oi the ung enteel Munner Ci treating me in 

this Controveriy, even in his Letter: Which 
] the rather mention, becauic he has told the 
World, “Every one that has read his Letter 
6 muit allow, that tho' he oppoſed Mr. } aus 
« court, it was with the utmoſt Reipect, and 
« that he made it his Buſineis to luppoit 
* the Honour of my Character, tho' he could 
« not agree with me in my Sentiments.“ Ad- 
ding,“ This has been mentioned in his Com- 
« mcndations by ſome, and blamed by others, 
« whv thought he was more complauant than 


«© there was occaſion for.“ | 
But this I found the more difficult to be- 


licye, when I took Notice, how careful he 
was not only to pals by ſeveral material 
Points in which we were happily agreed, and 


Ap. p. 15. 


the moſt pinching Arguments by which my 


dittering Scutiments were lupported ; but that 


he allo inauitriouily over- looked the ſeveral 


Teſtimonies I quoted, with the Reaſons 
couthed in them, for no other viſible Motive, 
but becauie they would ſcreen me at leaſt 
iom the Cenſure of Singularity, and abate the 
Weight of tuch Authorities he was pleaſed to 


urge on the other {ade ; and wou'd ſhew, that 


When 


Ps I. 2. 


Whether I was ; Right or J/7oug, the Calvin;fs 


\ 


were with me in the two chief Points, vg. 
That eternal Foreknowledge aud eternal De- 
trees are of equal Extent, and that it is im. 
Poſſible to prevent what Will be. Not to 
mention how diligent he was to put every 
thing he could in the moit obnoxious Light, 
fling his Letter with angenerous but artful 
Reflections, only ſolicitous that the Roughneſs 
(not to ſay the Rudeneſs) of the Sentiment 


might be wrapt up in clean Language : for- 
getting that it is the Candour of the 7 bought, 


and not the Szotbne/s of the Phraſe, which 
is the beſt Evidence of true Ciwility. 
And what made Mr. N.'s Conduct herein 


appear the more unkind and ſurprizing, was, 


Tho' I directed my ſſay to no particular 
Perſon, yet 1 took 1pecial Care to let the 
World fee, I was in the atm Friendſbip 
with my ſuppoſed Correſpondents ; and how 
much I reverenced the Memory of our pious 
Aub eſfors, from whom I had the Misfortune 
to differ in ſome few Things. I therefore in- 
troduced my Ef/ay with Proſeſſions of Effeen 
and Affection to tuch of my Brethren as were 
on the other Side of the Queſtion, ſaying, 


_ © Tho! a Friendſhip under oppoſite Sentimens, 


“ eſpecially in religious Matters, is a Para- 
« dox to moſt; yet, I was perſuaded, ſhou'd 
« we continue to differ in ſome things, it 


„ Wou'd be our mutual Ambition to continue 
© to love ſtill.“ Obtlerving in my firſt Let- 
ter, I knew their TE tor the Refor- 


" formation, 


format ion, and * che Honour 8 our ex- 
4 cellent Reformers ; * only begg'd them to 
remember, There is a wide Difference be- 
« tween the Principles of the Reformation, 
« and this or that particular Do#rine ot the 
( Reformers . Concluding, « We then ten- 
« der the Honour of that great Work in the 


« cellent Principles that brought it on, vis. 
« A Suppoſition that their Forcfathers were 


« for themſelves to re-examine what others 


< upon ſach Enquiry to be too haſtily belies 
« ye dt” 

But to return ; if thi was the unbiaſs d 
Judgment of others concerning the Spirit of 
Mr. NV. s Letter, that it had more of the In- 
cendiary than of the Advocate ; What will 
they /ay, what will they not ay, when they 
have read his fer Appentis, and have ſeen 


adorns that truly elaborate Performance (as 
Mr. N. calls it) of his Reverend and Learned 
Friend. For the high Encomiums he has gi- 


uſtly entitle him to a Share in the Honour of 


- that Candeur, Charity, and Benevolehce which 
d runs thro' the Whole. 

t The Reverend Mr. Bl calls. his 
c Letrer, (which brings up the Rear) A Vin ndi- 
- cation of God's Preſcience of Contingencies 


- upon the Principles 7 , Ke: 5 at] 
J, : But 


« beſt Senſe, when we are tender of the ex- 


« not infallible, and that they had a Right 


« had embraced, and to reject what appeared 


= 


that truly Cat holick Spirit which animates and 


ven it both in his Letter and Appendix, will 
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Bat tho' the "Printiples of Reaſon are in his 
Title-Page ; yet other fort of Principles ap- 
y Ar in his Book: Here again the Argument 
is put in the moſt invidious Light, and the 
els State of the Queſtion is changed. The 
Reader is made to believe, the Diſpute between 
us is not, whether there be any future Con in- 
cies ws be ſoteſeen? but, whether God, 
for 2 them? This is the more inexcuſcable 
B. becauſe in my Review of the Con- 
Bos eri 1 had ſo largely remonſtrated againſt 
his State of the Queſtion, aſſigning my Rea- 
ſons ; which the many Civilities he beſtows 
upon me in his Poſt- ſeript, ſhew he had ſeen, 
I Qam forry theſe Gentlemens Obſtinacy in 
their Miſtake ſhou'd make it needful to tell 
the Reader ſo often, That as I never deny d 
there are ſoms Events which are future, or what 
Will be, and other Events which are contingent 
or what may or may not be; ſo, it was never 
a Doubt with me, whether God foreknew that 
the former WOU'D BE? Or, knew that the 
TJatter MIGHT or MIGHT NOT be. 
Shou'd any one deny the San fands fill, or 
that the Moon is inhabited; and ſhou'd he 
do this contrary to the Principles of trye Phi- 
loſophy. What then? Does he therefore deny 
God's Onniſcience? Far. from it, The ſame 
Perſon, was he ask'd, whether God Knows 
that the Sun ſtands Kill 7 ? Or, that the Moon 
is inhabited? Wou'd immediately Anſwer; 
if it be fo, he | knows it. But the Queſtion, 


the only Queſtion * in this Caſe yet remains, 
VIS. 


Or, whether the Moon be inhabited, or no? 


„ö 5 FO 1 of eee & TI 
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viz. Whether the Sun ſtands ſtill or not ? 


ſo here, (for I write to the unlearned, as well 
as the learned) if there be any future Contin- 


gencies, I allow God Fnows it, and what they 


are: And if there be 10 future Contingencies, 
He kngws it too, and therefore that there are 
ons to be forekuowy. But the Queſtion af- 
ter all, is, whether there be any Events that 
are both future and contingent < ? Or whether 


what God certainly foreknows WILL BE, be a 


Contingency ? ? * agreed about the mean- 
ing of che Terms. By Contingencies Mr. B. 
— as I do, ſuch Events as may or 
may not be. Thus they ſtand explain'd by 
himſelf. p. 77. An Action, ſais he, which is 
« the Obje& of t 4 Divine Preſcience depends 
« upon the free Choice of the Creature tor its 
c E tbat i is (as he gocs on) the Crea- 
« ture may or may not do it, as he thinks fit.” 
And by God's Preſtience of them, he intends 


with me, God's certain Fore knowledge that 


they will be, Therefore p. 78. he tells us, 


ec * A n Action fore known by God will certain- 


come to paſs”. So that the real Difference 
lic here; tho' ſuch Actions ww1/l certainly 
come to paſs ; yet my Opponents-will haye it, 
they arc notwithſtanding contingent, and may 
not be: Whereas I contend, it they W2ll cer 


 F$ainly come to paſs, then they are not contingent, 


and muft be - That they muſt either give up 
their Certainty or deny their Contingency. Now 
Mr. B. and Mr. N. are very jenſible that this 

2 2 is 


is an unpopular State of the Queſtion for them, 
and that the Voice of Mankind are againſt them, 
I don't at all wonder therefore at their great 
Concern, and that Appendixes and Poft-Scripts 
are precipitated into the World to confute it, 
and to bring it back to a Controverſy about 
a Divine Attribute ; which gives them an 
Opportunity to work upon the Superfition 
and Fears of their Reader. 
It is of ablolute Neceſſity to clear up this | 
Point, before we proceed. For till we are | 
agreed about the true State of the Queſtion, : 
we fight in the Dark. F 
To begin with Mr. N's Appendix: © Tf Mr. 
e F's word may be taken, I have, ſais he, 
6c changed the State of the Queſtion ”. Then 
My Le has he only my word'for it? Have I not gle 
p. 20, 2, ven him my Reæaſons too? Such ſtrong Ones, 
NW that the Light is even painful to his Eyes. 
% But all who have ſeen Mr. F's Eſſay, c 
Ny know (ſais Mr. N.) ( that Preſcience is 
« mentioned in the Title, as one of the Heads 
ce therein to be confidered ”. Therefore I muſk 
deny God's Preſcience of what wil] be. Sound 
Reaſoning! By the ſame Argument he might 
prove I deny both Liberty,” and Grace too : 
For theſe are mentioned in my Title alſo. 
But “ I have told the World in ſo many 
« Words that the Point in Diſpute is, her ber 
« God's Foreknowleage of what will be, ex- 
« tends beyond his Decree of what ſhall be, 
e p. $8 „. I have fo; becauſe it is the Point in 
Diſpute there. But what then! ? D6 I there- 
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fore maintain, that there are ſome Things 


21] be, which God does not foreknow ? Ner- 
vous Reaſoning ſtill ! ſo far from it; that in 


the very Pretace I lay it down as a Principle 
with me, That all things future are the un- 


doubted Object of the Droms Foreknowleage. 
Don't I ſay too, p. 95 ? So the ONLY Queſtion 
is, when any Thing is properly of the Num- 
ber of ſuch Things, as not only may come, 


but are to come? Yet wou'd any beſides Mr. 


N. or his learned Friend dream, that this was 
the only Queſtion in my Eſſay * Or, not rather, 
the only Queſtion in that Place? Were theſe 
famous Rules of Interpretation to be brought 


unto our Bibles, I do but think, what Swarms 


of Contradictions we ſhou'd find there! As 


when our bleſſed Saviour tells his twelve 


Diſciples, Ga not into the Way of the Gentiles, 
but go rather to the loft fheep of the 
Houſe of If ael, Mat. x. 5, 6. And yet in 
another Place ſays, Go ye and teach all Na- 
tions, & c. Mat. xxviii. 19. Speaking of dif- 


ferent Times, as | am there fpeaking of d:f- 


ferent Things. 
But “in my very Letter to him, I have, it 


ſeems, the ſame Thing.” What Thing? That P 72 


there are future Contingencies; and yet that 
God does not fore know them ? So far from it, 


| that in the very next Page I tell him, He 


maintains there are ſome Events both future 


| and contingent ; which I deny. 


But Mr. N. goes on; “ And as if onr Au- 
« thor took no Gare to be conſiſtent with 
| « himſelf, 


\ 


e himſelf; he roundly tells us, That Fore, 
“ knowledge has nothing to do in the De- 
K batc, p. 17.” True, in #hzs Debate about 

future Cont ingencies: For that is the Subject 

Im there ſpeàking of. Having mentioned my 

third Principle,“ That tho' all Things ſuture 

« be. the undoubted Object of the Divine 
« Foreknowledge ; yet the ſinful free Actions 
« of the Creature were not waa tuture, 
« what would certainly be, but only poſſible 
© from Eternity, what might or might not 
« be.” I add, Is it not as plain as Words 
| « can expreſs ? That the Diſpute HERE is 

* « not, Whether God forcknows all that wil 

« be? You ſec I allow it in the ſtrongeſt 

« Terms, The only Diſpute is about 

P. 15. « what will be”. Now courtngof the ſame 
Subject, 9. 17. I tell him, © It is poſſible to 
prevent what is contingent by his own Con- 

“ feſſion. But ask him, Is it poſſible to pre- 

« vent what will be? If not, then what will! 

« be, is not contingent, If it be poſſible, 

« prove the Poſlibility, and I am content.” 

And then it immediately follows, The Pre- 
ſcience or Foreknowledge of God hath nothing 

to do in the Debate, i. e. in this Debate here 
before us; and yet tho' the Caſe is 1o, very 
_ that the Miſtake 1s wholly his own, 

r. N. in an Extaſy cries out, What a Wri- 

ter have I to deal with, that quill [ay and 
unſay things, juft as he pleaſes! But this is 
Ab. p. 6. but one of the many Inſtances in which Mr. 


2 

3 

7 

* 
þ 

7 

* 

wy 

9 

TR 

> 

3 

1 ot y 
- ; 4 
+ * 

= 


a * iid.” P34 N 


%% ²ͤ i ˙ ˙mw — U— - ͤ . ˙ a 


e 


N. (to fay nothing of his learned Friend hete) 


genuine Senſe in this Controverſy. However, 
-he has his Apology ready at hand, and I muſt 
pals it by. © Should it appear that I have 
« not taken you right, ſays he, in any of the 


« Paſſages, which have been the Occaſion of 
« thete Animadverſions, I aſſure you this is 
„ owing to a Fault in my Underfanding and , 

«© not in my Mill.“ 9 


By this Tinie it muſt, T think, be plain even 


4 te meaneſt Capacity, That as the Queſti- 


on is really changed, 1o it is Mr. Norman that 


has changed it; and conſequently, - that the 


Fallacy J cited out of Dr. Vaits's Logiek is 
juſtly applied. And tho' the Judgment of no 


Man can alter the Truth of Things; yet ſuch 
is the Opinion I have conceived of the Capa- 


city and Integrity of that excellent Author, 
that if he will be ſo good as to communicate 
his Sentiments with bis Reaſons upon this 
Head, I ſhall, T aſſure Mr. N., be in as little 


Pain as himſelf about the Rev. Doctor's Deter- 
mination. | 7 


Mr. Eliſs joins with Mr. Norman in what 
follows. They wou'd perſuade their Readers 


I have given up the Contingency of all Events, 
and make all Things neceſſary, or that all I . p.. 


P. Ker. 


contend for at laſt, is an abfolute Fatality, 


and that every thing comes to paſs by irreſiſti- 
ble Neceſſity. The fartheſt from my Thoughts 


and contrary to the firſt Prineiple recited in 
my Review, vi. That ſome Things have 
1 | been, 


has wreited my Words from their obvious and 


P. 81. 


5. Er. 
P. 81 


been, which might never have been, and that 


the Sobre s Sin and Deſtruction are of this 
Number. But how came they by this won- 


derful Secret? Mr. N. endeayours to prove it 


thus; As contingent Events and future Con- 
tingencies are with Mr. F. the ſame, and fu- 


ture Contingencies are in his Opinion a Con- 
2. p. 9. 


tradiction, contimgent Events muſt be ſo like- 
wile. Right; it by contingent Events he 
means (as he ought to do) ſuch Events as arc 
both future and contingent : Wrong ; it by 
contingent Events he means (as he ſeems to 
do) tuch Events as are only poſſible, but not 


future; And let him make 5 beſt of it. Mr. 


B. in his Poſt/cript argues after much the ſame 
Manner. If, jays he, the only Thing Mr. 
T. contends for, is, that there no future Con- 
tingencies, and it future Contingencies and 


contingent Events are the lame, as he plainly 


makes them, He ſhou'd have ſaid, if contin- 


gent Events be the ſame in this Controverſy, 


as future Contingencys, (as every one who has 
but dipt into it, muſt needs know.) What 
then? Why it then follows, ſays Mr. B. that 


the only Thing Mr. F. contends for, is, that 


there are no ſuch Things as contingent Events, 
or, in one word, as Contingencies. Hold; he 


| ſhould have aid; ; or, in two Words, as 2 


ture Contingenties. And then his Concluſion 


5 had been fight indeed, but nothing to the 


purpoſe. 


7 antamne rem tam negligenter fs Som. 
Thele 


1 


Theſe Gentlemen could never trifle with 
their Underitandings to ſuch a Degree, but that 


their Cauſe requires it. They can't bear the 


Mortification of writing, the one a S7x-penny, 
the other a Twelve-penny Pamphlet, in Vin- 
dication of what no-body denies; nor of tel- 
ling the World they are pleading for a Divine 
Attribute; whereas the real Truth is, they 
are only diſputing away, an undeniable (I had 
almoſt ſaid a /elf-evident (Principle, viz. That 
none can prevent Wout will be. . 8 

1 have been thinking with my ſelf, what 
ſhould betray theie Reverend Gentlemen into 
ſuch a palpable and groſs Miſtake ; (tor after 
all one would not willingly luppoie it the 
Effect of Contrivance and Deſign) and I appre- 
hend it to be this. „ 
Oblerving an Ambiguity in Mr. Norman's 
Title-Page, 1 explain'd his contingent Events 


by future Contingencies ; for by the Events he 
there ſpeaks of, (they being ſuppoſed to be the 
Objects of God's Fore-knowledge) he muſt de- 


ſign ſuch as were future, as well as contingent. 


Now our Author, and Mr. B. in Imitation of 


him, make me to explain ful ure Contingencies 
by contingent Events; and to intend by con- 
tingent kvents, only Cont igencties. A Piece 


of Sophiſtry too thin to impole upon the Ju- 


dicious. | 
Shou'd a Perſon (taking Notice of the 


equivocal Senſe of the Word Taurus, that it 


ſometimes ſignifies a Bull, and tometimes a 


Mountain of Afia) exprets himſelf thus; Tau- 
wy, d 


rus, 


rus, Mons Aſiæ, begins at the Indian Sea, 


and reaches Weſtward to the Agean Seca; 
adding Mons Afig to limit and reitrain the 


Senſe. Would it be fair arguing, to ſay? If 


Mons Aſiæ, or this Mountain of Aßa begins 
at the Indian Sea, and reaches Weſtward to 
the Agean Sea; and it Mons Ape, or this 
Mountain of Aa and Taurus ate the very 
ſame, as this Perſon plainly makes them: it 
then follows, that Taurus, or in one Word, a 
Bull begins (according to this Gentleman) at 


the Indian Sea, and reaches Weſtward to the 


Agean Sea. Whereas he ſhould have ſaid, 

then it follows, that 7aurus or this Mountain 

of Aſia does lo. The Application is eaſy. 
But I proceed to the IMPORTANCE of 


the Debate. 


| Let.p.42+ | 


refuſe either Good or Evil 


« What valuable Purpoſes my Eſſay is cal- 


« culated to ſerve, ſais Mr. N. Time will 
« ſhew”. True; and, in the mean Time, it 
had been but kind in my faithful Advocate to 
have ſhewn his Reader ſuch of them, as have 
been already mention'd. Was it once ac- 
knowledged that the Adlions of rational A- 
gents conſidered as free, were not eternally 
certain, and therefore no proper Objects of a 
certain and eternal 1 it wou'd 
then, by the Confeſſion of all Men, certainly 
follow; | 


T hat God is capable of making a free 


Creature, that is, with a Power to (hu/e or 
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That 


a 


. 


That they who firſt Sinned, whether An- 
gels or Men, were /uch Creatures. 

That God did not gecree from Eternity, 
that any of his Creatures fbou'd Sin or be Mi- 
ſerable. | EY 

That neither the Purpoſe of God wou'd 


have been frufrated, nor his Knowledge have 
been made fallible; tho' all the rational 
World had continued innocent and happy. 


That God's Decree of Reprobatiun or Pre- 
damnatioen was not ahſolute, but conditional, 
Vg. on Suppoſition only of the Creature's 
Siuning, or perſiing in Sin. 

That Gl gs ſincere and king both in 
his Prome/es and Pre-monitions ; in as much 
as Life and Death are fairly ſet before us, 


that we might che Life and Jive. If my 
Hypotheſis be true, it will follow ; 


That the oral and penal Evils foretold in 
Scripture, whether of a Perſon, Family, or 


Nation, were uo farther certain, than the 


Creature by ſuch an Aby/e of its Liberty, as 
might have been prevented, had made them ſo. 
That the Prediction of diſtant Degeneracys, 
Apoftacys, or Calamities, was not deſign'd as 
2 A Diſplay of the Divine Omni/cience, 
or only to ſhew that ſuch Si or Puniſt ments 
were now unnvoidable; but what Goa (as be- 
came the tender Father and Supreme Gover- 
nor of Mankind) was pleaſed to make uic of 
(as a wile Phyſician) to cure or prevent thoſe 


| Spiritual Diſeaſes, which his moral Subjects 
were infected with or expoſed to: Or, upon a 


d2 Diſappointment, 


| + 


Diſappointment, to convince them, and the 
World about them, that there was a God 
that beheld their Milchict and the Spite (with 
the pregnant Seeds of Evil contained in them) 
and that judged in the Wold : In that he 


did foretei! thc Avonunations, Which tuch a 


Spirit or Cyurje of Kebellion mnaulged, wou'd 
at length betiay them to; and pointed out 


the more precile Place Where, J ime Wren, or 


Manner how, he won'd' in luch a Cale cor- 
rect and pumi them. 
That Man is a moral Agent in the noblef 


Senſe ;' and that God hath given us an amaze 


ing Proof of his infinite Underfanding, Mi.. 
dow, and Power, in contriving, making and 
governing Creatures, that have by their Ma- 
ker's Gift, and in Imitation of his own excel- 
lent Nature, 2 Principle of felf determination. 
And in a Word, 

That the Holineſs, Iubice, Goodneſs and 
Verascity of God are in the higheſt Degree what 
we conceive and muff wiſh them to be. For 


what imaginable Blemith can it be to any of 


God's moral Attributes, to make a Creature 
fo upright, and with ſuch a full and ſuch an 
equals Power to Fand, in its Pay of Trial; that 
tho” its Free left it poſible this Power wight 
be abu/ed (without which the Creature had not 
becn free, had been no proper Subject of Vn. 
ine or Vice, of -Praije or Di;praiſe, of Re- 
Wald or 1 uniſfmeni 5 yet it was not only as 
no Alle, this i reedom might not be abiß ea, 


«15219 probable? Nay, but poſſible het 
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a Creature with ſuch a free Principle, and under 
ſuch Advantages of aicerning 1ts true [ateref, 
and lor judgiug A right, {hou'd notwithitand= 
ing in Content ol its Maker's Authority, and 
to the Hazard of its own eternal H appimejs, 
darc to negiect the Gift that was in it? 

All which are Truths, that, by the Con- 
ſent of every one, are certainly defenſible up- 


on ny pot beſis, particularly upon this Prin- 


ciple, tliat Sin was not eferially certain, and 
there fore no proper Object ot a certain and 
eternal Toretnowlenge But winch at the 


 beft are very doubtful upon the Suppoſition 


ot the corittary; witnels that remarkable Pai- 
jage quoted already out of the Works of the 
ſagacious and learned Mr, Hh. The great- 
« eft Wits who have laboured to reconcile an 
« univerſal, abſolute, infallible, and eternal 
« Foreknowledge of the Deity with the Li- 
« berty of Man's Will have been reduced 
& (ſais he) to maintain ſomething or other, 
« that thwarts lome acknowlede'd Truth or 
« Diftate of Reaſon.” 

Theſe are /ome of the many valuable Pur- 
poles my Eſſay, 1 conceive, is calculated to 
jerve. And what ever Ends their Oppo/tt ron 
to {ſuch Purpoſes may ſerve, they are (it [ 


miſtake not) comparatively of ſo little Value, 


that if thew Expettations from them be very 
great, to uſe Mr. N.'s Complement, I am apt 
to think they will be diſappointed. But ſo it is, 
(as that great Man, Mr. Addiſon expreſſes it) 
* There is a ſort of Gameſters, who are eternal- 
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« ly upon the Fret, tho' they play for no- 7 
« thing. They are perpetuaily tcizing their 
« Friends to come over to them, tho" hey at r 
« the ſame time allow, they taall nee of 3 
ce them get any thing by the Bargain « { 
Speaking of an Acheiftieal Sett of Men chat 1 
make all Things neceſſary - and yet they that I 
ſupboſe all Events to ve certain, nay, (ſince 2 
they are foreknown) what muſt infallibiy be, - 
ſay, in effect, the lame Thing. 1 
Beſides, if a thoro Enquiry into the Point t 
before us be a Means, either to clear up an eter- . 
nal Preſcience of Sin without a Decree, from v 
the nany Difficulties that attend it; or to = 
evince that din being really contingent, and ( 
what might not have been, it coud not, in tc 
the Nature of Things, be the Object of ſuch 1 
a Preſcience (any more than of ſuch a Decree) Ce 
as ſuppoſes it to have been always future, or 7.1 
what certainly would be : I ſay, if either the te 
one or the other be the Reſult of a Re-exami- E 
F 


nation of the Subject, I have ove Advantage 
I propoſed by the Publication of my Hay, 
an Advantage far from being only IMAgHary, 
3- (as Mr. N. would have it.) And the Service I 
it will do to true Religion, will, T doubt not, 
be found to be not only real, but much grea- 
ter than ſome Men ſeem to be ſenſible of, 
even againſt the Deiſis (not to ſay the Athe- 
1/in) of the Age. 

For, if my Hypotheſis be true, then (as 2 
worthy Divine told me in the Preſence of Mr. 


= 1 —_—— 


W 
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* The Spectator, Numb. 185. N.) 


NV) I don't ſee what Objection a Deif# can 
pretend againſt Revelation; and, I might add, 
nor an Atheift againſt the Belief of a Deity. 
For then, as God muſt be allow'd to be per- 
fectly good and juſt upon the Principles of Re- 
_ welation as well as Reaſon ; ſo real Liberty, 
by the Confeſſion of all Men, will ftand upon 
a Rock, and with it the Neceſſity of admit- 
ing a /upreme, a W/e, and powerful interpo- 
ing Agent in the Creation and Government of 
the World. Whereas, if all Actions and 
Things, in all their Circumſtances and Apes, 
| were eternally certain, and ſure to be, previ- 
 þ#þ ous to any Decree or Foreknowledge of God, 
(which is what Mr. N. and Mr. B. contend 
I tor) then a blind Fate Superior to and uncon- 
| Froulable by either Creature or Creator, ne- 
ceſſarily enſues; which 1 take to be Jdown- 
right Atheiſm. Hence Mr. Hobbs, a repu- 
ted Atheiſ, and Fataliſt, urgeth the contrary 
| Aypothefs in Defence of his Cauſe, as obſer- 
| ved in my Eſſay. To which I cou'd add 
c (ſais he) if I thought it good Logick, the 
« Inconvenience of deny ing Neceſity, as that 
« it deſtroys both the Decrees and the Pre- 
« ſcience of God Almighty; tor whatſoeyer 
« God hath purpoſed to bring to paſs by Man, 
« as an Inſtrument, or foreſeeth ſhail come to 
« paſs, a Man, if he have Liberty from Ne- 
« cefitation, might frufrate and make not to 
« come to paſs; and God ſhou'd either not 
4 foreknow it, and not decree it, or he ſhou'd 
« forcknow ſuch things ſhall be, as all neuer 
« be, 


« ho, and decree that which ſhall never come 


« to pals **. And that che luppoiticn that 
all Events were efernally certain, terves the 
Caule of an Univer/al Neceſity, which is real 
Hobbiſm, (whether it ſerved the particular 
Views of iome reputed Atheiits or no) I have 


the judgment of Epicurys on my Side, who by 


Mr. Z. 
p. 2. 


Mr. B's own Conteſſion was a /ubthe and 4- 
cute Genius. “ He was afraid, it ſeems, that 
« it he admitted every Propoſition to be ei- 


« ther true or falſe (z. . antęcedent to the 
the Determination of every tree {Agent to make 


them ſo; for that I take to be his Senſe) © he 


« muſt alſo have admitted that every thing 


“ came to paſs by Fate. For if either Side 


« of a Propoſition, the afirmatiye or negative, 


« was true from Eternity, he thought it muſt 


have been certain; and if certain, then ne- 
« cefſary; and ſo Fate and Neceſity wou'd 
« be Eſtabliſhed”. 4 This is his way of Rea- 


ſoning and it is too nervous for me to tear a 
pieces. Mr. B. may think it eno' to tell the 
World, “ He fell into it, not to prejudice, 
<« we may be ſure, but on purpoſe to promote 
« the Cauſe of Atheiſm”. But ſuch Anſwers 
will not do in this inquiſitibe Age, even a- 
mongſt thoſe, who are for Free-thinking only in 
his ſober ſenſe; which even he himiclt allows 
to be every Man's /rivi4ege as well as Duty. 
And yet thele very learned and ingenious Gen- 
-tlemen are ſtill flying to this mean Refuge: 

: When 


p RET.” 
See Mr. Bliſt Letter, p. 19, | 


When they are pinch'd, inſtead of producing 
their hard Arguments, they put ofi their Kea= 
der with Hard Names. I bus ohe While we are 
told by Air. B. | have the Creiit of having 

Epiciius on my Side, who was one ol the p. 18. 
chicieit well-wiſhers ro Atheiim amongit the 
Philotophers. And another Write we are toid 
by Mr. N. “ He catuuot but take Notice 
„ with Concein, that as I have revived the. 

« Secinan way of Reajoning again the Fore: _— 
« knowledge of God; 10 I go into ther man-„— 
« ner of interpreting, of Sciipture in Veience 
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Now to ſuch fort of Infinuations to pre ju- 
dice the Reader againſt a fair Examination of 
the Argument, I mall am wer once for all. 


The Sum of my Reaſoning (by Mr. 
4 FR ; own Acknowledgement) is this, hat- 
« ever is foreknown mut come to pals. And 
© therefore to luppote God tore knew the ſin- 
« {ul Actions of Men is to deſtroy the Free- 
dom of their Wills (he ſhould have ſaid, i: p. 37,32. 
to /upps,e the Freedom of their Wills de froy- 
ed) © and to make their Sins neceſſaty und 
% 4naVudable.” Now it this be Epicuriæim 
or Socimantzing, Mr. B. and his Fricud wal 
find it difficult to get clear of the Charge 
themielves. For is it not the Sum of his 
Friend's Reaſoning too? Nay, and of that 
Jearned Prelate B- >. Tillot/ on, whole Words he 
Cites ? As Event, lays Mr. N. becau e it is 
"8 - | no don, 


known, woft infallibly be *. And is it not the 


Sum of Mr. 6.'s Kcatuning allo ? When he . 4 
tells us, that Sin, ſuppoſing the Foreknowledge ] 
of it, MUST be, and CANNOT. BUT be. + þ 
And yet rather than 0 /ay an ill Thing of 1 
Mr. F, ſee how theie Gentlemen have dreſſed F 
up their on Principle! | \ 
This Objection, ſays Mr. B. is indeed of G 
very great Antiquity ; but it had its Riſe . 
* among thoſe that never heard of a Revela- | 
« tion, and has fince prevailed chiefly amongft b 
„e ſuch as are far from bearing it a good Will. 4 
« Cicero in particular, he goes on, has ſet it! 
<« in a clear Light, His Reaſoning is to this N 
« Effect : If tuturities are foreknown, 4 1 
Peg. 32. « Series and Chain of Caujes muff be alluu- | © 
« ed, the conſequence of which will be, that by 
« every thing that is done, is done thro' Ne- I 

& cefily ; and this will evacuate all juſt and » 
« w/ole/ome Laws. *Twill put an End to all 7 
« Admonitious and Reproofs, and leave mw | 7 
« room for Piety or Prayers. Wherefore one 7 
« of the two Evils mu be choſen. Hit her wwe 7 
« wnf groe up the Freedom of Man's Mill, to t 
« maintain the Preſciznce of God, or giveup („. 
« the Pre/cience of God to ſecure Man's Free- 7 
« dom. tor both cannot confiftently be held 4 80 
« together , ſais Cicero. | I 
Therefore 24/y, Their Way of Reaſoning. tl 
upon theſe Heads is either right or Wrong. N is 

| is 

þ 
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Mr. N. Letter p. 33. 1 Mr. B. Letter, p. 63. 


If it be Wrong, like Men of Reaſon, let Mr. 


Z. and Mr. N. expoſe and confute it: if right, 


like Men cf Probity, let them own and ac- 


knowledge it. Tiil then I cannot but take 


Notice with equal Concern, that it is too 
mean and altogether below their Characters, 
whether conſidered as Gentlemen, as Di put ants 
or Divines, to be ſo often appealing to the 
Paſlions of the weak and ignorant, who they 


know are governed more by Sounds than Ideas, 


by Names than Arguments. Indeed Mr. 


 Normas tells me, © he is latisfied, J am as lar 


« as any Perſon living from being, in the Soci- 
ce jan Scheme in other Reſpects. And Mr. 
Blijs tells his Friend, tho“ „ my way of 
Ki — has too natural a Tendency to- 
« wards Atheiſm; ; yet he believes it is as re- 
« mote from my Deſign, as from any Man's 


e living,” p. 10. But as I am not to be in- 
timidated by hard Names, 1o neither to be 
 foothed by Flattering Conceſſions. Whilſt 


Truth is with Epicurus, I deſire to be an Epi- 
curean; whilit Truth is with Cicero, I detire 
to be a Cicerouiau; whilt Truth is with So- 
cinus, I deſire to be a Socinian ; fo whillt 
Truth is with Arminius, [ defire to be an 


Arminian; and whiiſt ruth is with Calvin, 


I deſire to be a Calviniff - But to atiect to be 
thought either one or ot her, farther than Truth 
is with them, and eſpecially hat Truth which 
is according to Goaline/s, I take to be the 
Bane of the Reformation, and our great Clog 


tits Progreſs. A. Temper our bleſſed Sa- 


4 2 viour 


viour directly points at, and ſeverely Cenſures, 


Jon v. 44. Ho can ye believe, Which re- 
cerve Honour vie of another, und ec noi the 


4104047, tal comely from G only. Let us 


Ciiuic rather to ve ( Liiat Numocr to whom 
Chriit tais, Hleſſed are ye, when Men ſhall re- 
vile yuu and Perjecule yuu, and ſball jay all 
manner of evil again yow 110L1 jor my 
Sale. [And the preactung a puftbe daivation 
to poor Sinners, is, I doubt nut, Cirif s 
Caule.] Kejoice, jais he, and be exceeaing 
glad , for great is your Reward iu t1eaven < 


jor jo per,ecuied tvey the Prophets winch 


were before you, Mat. v. 11, 12. 

Ineie Gentiemen may, it they pleaſe, re- 
pretent the actual Tall ot Angels and Men, 
with all the wickeanefles and abominations 
that have appeared in the World ſince, as what 


were from Eternity /ure to be; and may en- 


deavour to fright Men into a Belief of this 
frigbiful Opinion, by telling them, that the 
contrary Way of Reaſoning has a natural 7 en- 
Hency to Altheim But iure I am, that to lay 
all our A#;ous and Fates were certain, ante— 
cedent to any Decree of toreknuwledge of 
God, (which is their Opinion) is to jet up a 
Deity that can neither HURT nor HELP us; 
and that can no more make our Fer /015s or Con- 
ditions better or worſe than they really prove, 
than he can change an eternal certain 7ruth in- 
to an eternal certain Fal/boud ; than he can 
make a Thing 7o be, ana nut to be at the lame 
time. A way ol Rcaſoning that has not only 
. ß. 
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a natural Tendency to At heiſin, but is (as has 
been obterved) the very Thing it icil : which 
n.auc Me lo lay in my E, whilſt iome 
“ ate gaarding againit what tney falſly call the 
« hla ſemny of bocinus, they wou'd do well 

« to have a Care of the Atheiſm of Spinoxa. 
« "That the Liberty or Freedom of the Will 

« coniiits in an indifferency to is or that; 
& this Maxim, lays a certain Correſpondent, 


« your Auaverlaries abſolute ly deny, and it ap- 


« pears to them manfeſtly falſe, ſince no luch 
« indifference, they think, 1 or can be found 
« in a rational Agent, nile or infinite, i. e. 
all Things are ab, olutely Neceſſ as), and what 
were ever beyond the Power oi the Creature, 


or of the Creator either to prevent or alter. And 


ſo iays Mr. Hobbs, “ Thus (you ſec) how the 
« tnconveniencies Which his Lordſhip object- 
* eth, muſt follow upon the holding of Nece/-. 
9 /ty, are avoided, and the Neceſity itſelf 


% de monfiratively proved. 


For ny Fart, 1 therefore make God my 
Truf and Confidence, becauie I believe the 


Evil | fear, is not ſo certain, but that it may 
never be ; and the Good | hope for, is not 10 


loft, but that it may be yet obtained, without 
making that which was ever frue, not true. 
Such a Notion they may call (it they pleaic) a 
taking away the Trantactions of Mankind 
from under the Divine Government. But the 
real Lendency is to eſtabliſh a Belief of an in- 

: terpoſing 
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* See Mr. Hobbs Treatiſe of Liberty and Neceſſity, p. 79. 
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pag. 45. 


terpoſing Providence, (according to our Savi- 
John r. our's Words, My Father worketh hitherto, 


and I work) and makes our Hayers and Prai- 


es, our Hopes and Obedience, a reaſonable 


Service. | 

As to Mr. N.'s Complaint in the Con- 
cluſion of his Letter: © As often as he 
« conliders the languiſhing State of Religion 
« amongit us, and that owing, in a great 
“ meaiure, to our D/putes and Contentions, 
he cannot but be ſorry that  ihvu'd open a 
« freſh Scene of Debate”, To which I anſwer, 
That the State of prafical Religion amongſt 
us is very languiſhing, muit be acxnowiedged. 
But whether it be owing ſo much to our Dis 
putes, as to our Cyntentions in Diſputing, is 
the Queſtion : In which kind of Debates who 


have been the Aggreſſors, and the chief Of- 
fenders, let others juuge. But it is no un- 


common Thing to fouert Divilions, while we 
pretend to /ament them. My Heart is full of 
Benevolence to all my differiny Brethren ; and 
IJ appeal to our private Correi pondences, with 


what Candour and Civility the Argument has 
— diſcuſſed with many of them. But ſome 


en are ſo magiſterial and infallible, that 
every one muſt pais for a Criminal, who will 
not ſubmit unto their Dictates as Oracles. 

As to Mr. N.'s Sorrow tor what I have 
done, his very Sorrow, if rational, is a Cott- 
futatios of his own Principles. Therefore, 


when a worthy Friend of his Sentiments ex- 


preſſed his hearty Wilkes, that I would not 
| . | proceed 


thus expoſtulated with hum. According to 
« your Principles, it is either rue that IH all, 
« or rue that I all not pubuin any thing 
« farther upon this Subject. If uue that 1 
« fball, your hearty Wines will ccrtainy be 
« fruitleſs; if true that 1 / all not, they are 


« to prevent what w3ll be, or to forbear what 
« ayill not be, faid I; don't you jmiles Why 
« ſhou'd any good Perſon be of ended, becauie 
« I am willing not only to belzeve, but to 
« grove that God is good © Or, why are any 
« angry with me for confſeſſing, I cannot Ps e- 
« vent what will be? Notwithitanding all 
« their Anger, I might defy them to do it.“ 

Then as to what Mr. V. adds; “That it 


is about a Subje& which ſo few are capable 


« of underſtanding, and at a Time when theie 
is 10 prevailing an Inclination to Infidelity, 
« and when my excellent Abilities might have 


proceed in this Controver/y , I remember I 


as certainly zeedleſs. M hen you exhort me 


p- 46. 


« been much better imployed in delending our 


© common Chriſtianiny”. I wou'd not have 


him offended, if I endeayour to convince the 


World, that the Subject is not to wyferious as 
theſe Gentlemen would pretend: Pelides, who 
guards againſt the Growth of Infidelity beit ? 
They who make Revelation to plead for, or they 


who make it to plead againf the Purity and 
| Love of God. My Opinion is, that to thew we 
have a real Go/peb to believe, is not the moſt 


improper Means to ſtrengthen our Chriſitan 
Faith; and to proye we are Subjects ically 
| | capable 
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capable of Chriſtianity, is not the unlikelieſt 
Argument to cite the Ffactice of it. Our 


Toundal ions, it's true, are ſtruek at; and for 


Mr. B. 
pag. 2. 


that very Kcaion all our Hi/dow ana Leal 


arc but eno' to defend them. The World is 
running head-long into Fataliſin, and plead 
infallible Foreknowledge on one ſide, and 


eternal Decrees on the other ſide, in Defence of 


their Abſurdities. We ought not to forget that 


theſe firſt Principles of natural and revealed 
Religion, [i. The Liberty of the moral A- 
gent; and the Reality of our State of Trial; 
tho' they may not ſtrike the Affections 1o 


warmly, as ſome other Doctrines which are 


built upon them; yet they lie at the Root, 
and pre ſerve the very Vitals of all Religion. 
Religion there can be none, without a moral 
Difperence of Things; a moral Difference of 
Things there cannot be, Where there is no 


Place for Attion ; and proper Action there 


cannot be, without Liberty; and Liberty there 
cannot be, where only one ſide is poſſible ; and 
only one fide is poſſible, when to ſuppoſe the 
OTHER, is fo make that to be not true, 


vhich was ever true But now, if God ever 


knew that the Creature WOU'D act THUS, 
it was euer true the Creature O act 
THUS; ard /o to have acted otherwiſe was 


ever mmpoſjible as impoſſible as to have made 
what was EVER TRUE, to be NOT TRUE. 


This Mr. B. may call, if he pleaſe, the 
denying one Attribute to ſecure the Ref. But 


might 1 not more juſtly retort, that to maine 


tain 


wy 


5 Vi.) K. 
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In the laſt line dele in. 


tain his own Hypotheſis, (which, I doubt not 
to ſhew in this Appendix, has no ſolid Foun- 
dation, neither in Reaſon nor Revelation) he, 
in effect, denies auy Attributes to ſecure one, 
nay, to ſecure the Name of one? Does he not 


deny God's Holineſs, Fuſtice, Goodneſs, and 


Truth; at leaſt deny them their Proper Glory, 
only to ſecure a Power in God to kugw NO- 
THING to be SOMETHING ? Or, that all 
the Villanies of the World ever would be, 
when it was only true from Eternity that they 
might be ? | 

But I have detained you too long from 
what I firit promiſed, viz. my Appendix, 
which here follows: I ſhall therefore ſub- 
icribe my ſelf, 


8 I. 
_ July 27, 1730. | 7 — 
J ty 27, 299 Your mo} Obedient Servant, 
S. F. 
E RR AT A. 


Page 28, lin. 3. for the read therr. Line 5. for judged read 
jnageth, p. 35. line 2. from the bottom, for ou read one. 
Appendix, Part I. p. 11. line 11 from the bottom, dele vil. 
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